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Sir: 

We enclose the following papers for filing in the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office in connection with the above patent application. 
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2. Drawings- three sheets of formal drawings (Figures 1-3). 

3. Declaration and Power of Attorney. 
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5. A check for $840.00 representing a $71 0.00 filing fee, $90.00 for additional 
claims, and $40.00 for recording the Assignment. 
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application to our Deposit Account No. 06-0916. 
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Field of the Invention 

The present invention is related to credit card products and to systems and 
methods for preventing the credit limit from being exceeded for such products. 

Background of the Invention 

Credit card products have become so universally well known and ubiquitous that 
they have fundamentally changed the manner in which financial transactions and 
dealings are viewed and conducted in society today. Credit card products are most 
commonly represented by plastic card-like members that are offered and provided to 
customers through credit card issuers (such as banks and other financial institutions). 
With a credit card, an authorized customer or cardholder is capable of purchasing 
services and/or merchandise without an immediate, direct exchange of cash. With each 
purchase, the cardholder incurs debt which the cardholder may thereafter pay upon 
receipt of a monthly or otherwise periodic statement. In most cases, the cardholder will 
have the option to either fully pay the outstanding balance or, as a matter of necessity 
or choice, defer at least a portion or the balance for later payment with accompanying 
interest or finance charges for the period during which payment of the outstanding debt 
is deferred. 

The spending power of a credit card (i.e., the total amount of funds available to 
the cardholder at any particular time for making purchases) is typically limited to a 
particular amount predetermined by the issuer of the card. This amount is commonly 
referred to as the "credit limit" of the credit card. When purchases are made or debts 
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incurred with the credit card, the available portion of the credit limit is reduced by the 
purchase or debt amounts. In addition, interest and/or finance charges are also 
subtracted from the available portion of the credit limit on a periodic basis. The total 
debits on a credit card are referred to as the "outstanding balance", while the remaining 
or available balance of the credit limit is typically called the "available balance" and 
reflects the dynamically adjusted current spending power of the credit card. The 
cardholder may increase the available balance up to the credit limit, by paying to the 
issuer (or its representative) the entire outstanding balance or a fractional portion 
thereof. 

When a payment is received by the issuer, it is sent to a bank or other financial 
institution for processing. Processing of the payment may range from 15-45 days. If 
the payment clears, it is called a "good payment", and funds are distributed to the 
issuer. Similarly, if the payment bounces due to insufficient funds or a non-existent 
account, it is called a "bad payment", and the issuer receives no funds. 

When an issuer receives a bad payment, it temporarily increases the customer's 
available balance, even though it will not receive any funds from the payment. This is 
because the issuer increases the available balance before determining whether the 
payment is good. Usually, the issuer learns the payment is bad about 21 days after its 
receipt and lowers the available balance accordingly. Although most cardholders 
bounce payments accidentally, some cardholders purposefully mail bad payments. 
They use the increased available balance to make additional purchases that will exceed 
their credit limit. This behavior is called "check kiting". 
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Credit card issuers are particularly vulnerable to check kiting. Although most 
issuers restrict accounts for general misuse, they do not specifically target accounts 
exhibiting check kiting behavior. For example, an issuer may employ a method that 
restricts an account with an outstanding balance that is extremely over its authorized 
credit limit. During restriction the customer cannot make purchases or cash advances 
with the credit card product. 

In this example, the account may have an outstanding balance that is twice its 
limit or thousands over its limit. The account may be over limit due to check kiting or 
other fraudulent means. For example, a merchant may approve a purchase, knowing 
that the account does not have sufficient available credit. In this case, the customer is 
punished even though he did not purposefully kite his payment. Further, many 
customers who are guilty of check kiting are not stopped because their accounts are not 
extremely over limit. 

Similarly, an issuer may use an alternative method that restricts an account if the 
customer has previously bounced two or more payments. As described above, most 
bounced payments are not due to check kiting. Thus, when an issuer uses this method, 
every customer who accidentally bounces a payment more than once, for example, is 
restricted. While the first method permits check kiting behavior in too many accounts, 
this method restricts many accounts that are not check kiting. 

In view of the foregoing, there is presently a need for an improved system and 
method for responding to and preventing check kiting behavior on credit card products. 
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SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

Systems and methods consistent with the principles of the present invention 
address the need to reduce fraud on a financial account. Specifically, systems and 
methods consistent with the invention may identify an account for potential fraud based 
on payments made to the account, review account transactions of the identified account 
to determine whether fraud has been made on the account, and restrict the identified 
account. 

Further, systems and methods consistent with the invention may identify an 
account by locating an account having a bad payment, determining whether the bad 
payment made an outstanding balance of the account over a predetermined limit, and 
flagging the account for review when the bad payment made the outstanding balance of 
the account over the predetermined limit. Similarly, systems and methods consistent 
with the invention may identify an account by locating an account having a bad 
payment, determining whether an outstanding payment would make the outstanding 
balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it the payment is bad, and 
flagging the account for review when the outstanding payment would make the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it is bad. 

Still further, systems and methods consistent with the invention may review the 
account by comparing the number of good payments made on the account to a good 
payment threshold, determining an over limit credit amount that an outstanding balance 
of the account has exceeded a predetermined limit at a specific time, determining a total 
over limit credit amount by totaling each over limit credit amount during a predetermined 
time period, comparing the total over limit credit amount with an over limit threshold, and 
restricting the account when the number of good payments is less than the good 
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payment threshold and the total over limit credit amount is greater than the over limit 
threshold. 

According to another aspect of the invention, a computer program is provided for 
reducing fraud on a financial account. The computer program product may comprise 
computer-readable media having computer-readable code, wherein the computer 
program product comprises the following computer-readable program code for effecting 
actions in a computing platform: program code for identifying an account for potential 
fraud based on payments made to the account, program code for reviewing account 
transactions of the identified account to determine whether fraud has been made on the 
account, and program code for restricting the identified account. 

It is to be understood that both the foregoing general description and the 
following detailed description are exemplary and explanatory only and are not restrictive 
of the invention, as claimed. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The accompanying drawings, which are incorporated in and constitute a part of 
this specification, illustrate one embodiment of the invention and together with the 
description, serve to explain the principles of the invention. In the drawings: 

FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary system environment in which the features of the 
present invention may be implemented; 

FIG. 2 is an exemplary flowchart of a process for identifying accounts exhibiting 
possible check-kiting behavior, consistent with the principles of the present invention; 
and 
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FIG. 3 is an exemplary flowchart of a manual review process, consistent with the 
principles of the present invention. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS 

Systems and methods consistent with the present invention protect credit card 
issuers from authorized cardholders or customers who are check kiting. The method 
determines whether a customer is check kiting and restricts the accounts of those 
customers who are check kiting. More specifically, the method analyzes the accounts 
of customers who have bounced payments to determine: (1) if they have exceeded their 
credit limit due to the bounced payments; and (2) if they will exceed their credit limit if a 
recent check bounces. If either situation is true, the account is reviewed to determine 
whether the customer is check kiting. 

During the review, the method counts the number of good payments and the 
amount the account has become over limit due to bounced checks over the account's 
lifetime. These totals are compared with predetermined thresholds. If the number of 
good payments is less than the good payment threshold and the total of the over limit 
amount is greater than the over limit threshold, the method determines that the 
cardholder is check kiting and restricts the account. While the account is restricted, the 
customer cannot make any purchases or cash advances with the credit card. 

The above-noted features and other aspects and principles of the present 
invention may be implemented in various system or network environments to provide 
automated computational tools to facilitate data collection and risk analysis. Such 
environments and applications may be specially constructed for performing the various 
processes and operations of the invention or they may include a general purpose 
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computer or computing platform selectively activated or reconfigured by program code 
to provide the necessary functionality. The processes disclosed herein are not 
inherently related to any particular computer or other apparatus, and may be 
implemented by a suitable combination of hardware, software, and/or firmware. For 
example, various general purpose machines may be used with programs written in 
accordance with the teachings of the invention, or it may be more convenient to 
construct a specialized apparatus or system to perform the required methods and 
techniques. The present invention also relates to computer readable media that include 
program instruction or program code for performing various computer-implemented 
operations based on the methods and processes of the invention. The media and 
program instructions may be those specially designed and constructed for the purposes 
of the invention, or they may be of the kind well-known and available to those having 
skill in the computer software arts. Examples of program instructions include both 
machine code, such as produced by compiler, and files containing a high level code that 
can be executed by the computer using an interpreter. 

By way of a non-limiting example, FIG. 1 illustrates a system environment 50 in 
which the features and principles of the present invention may be implemented. As 
illustrated in the block diagram of FIG. 1, system environment 50 includes an input 
module 100, an output module 200, a computing platform 300, and a database 400. 
Computing platform 300 is adapted to provide the necessary functionality and 
computing capabilities to analyze each customer's account data received from input 
module 100. The results of analyzing the data are provided as output from computing 
platform 300 to output module 200, which prints or displays the results, or outputs it to 
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other system devices. The output results may include a list accounts that require review 
or a list of accounts that require restriction for check kiting. Output from computing 
platform 300 can also be provided to database 400, which may be utilized as a 
persistent storage device for storing, for example, restricted credit card account 
information and/or general account information such as the purchase and payment 
history of each customer's account. 

In the embodiment of FIG. 1 , computing platform 300 preferably comprises a PC 
or mainframe computer for performing various functions and operations of the invention. 
Computing platform 300 may be implemented, for example, by a general purpose 
computer selectively activated or reconfigured by a computer program stored in the 
computer, or may be a specially constructed computing platform for carrying out the 
features and operations of the present invention. Computing platform 300 may also be 
implemented or provided with a wide variety of components or subsystems including, for 
example, one or more of the following: a central processing unit, a co-processor, 
memory, registers, and other data processing devices and subsystems. Computing 

platform 300 also communicates or transfers customer and credit data to and from input I 

! 

module 100 and output module 200 through the use of direct connections or 
communication links, as illustrated in FIG. 1. 

Alternatively, communication between computing platform 300 and modules 100, 
200 can be achieved through the use of a network architecture (not shown). In the 
alternative embodiment (not shown), the network architecture may comprise, alone or in 
any suitable combination, a telephony-based network (such as a PBX or POTS), a local 
area network (LAN), a wide area network (WAN), a dedicated intranet, and/or the 
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Internet. Further, it may comprise any suitable combination of wired and/or wireless 
components and systems. By using dedicated communication links or a shared 
network architecture, computing platform 300 may be located in the same location or at 
a geographically distant location from input module 100 and/or output module 200. 

Input module 100 of system environment 50 may be implemented with a wide 
variety of devices to receive and/or provide the data as input to computing platform 300. 
As illustrated in FIG. 1 , input module 100 includes an input device 1 10, a storage device 
120, and/or a network interface 130. Input device 110 may comprise a keyboard, a 
mouse, a disk drive or any other suitable input device for providing customer data to 
computing platform 300. Memory device 120 may be implemented with various forms 
of memory or storage devices, such as read-only memory (ROM) devices and random 
access memory (RAM) devices. Storage device 120 may include a memory tape or 
disk drive for reading and providing credit history on the account as input to computing 
platform 300 for the identification and review processes. Input module 100 may also 
include network interface 130, as illustrated in FIG. 1, to receive data over a network 
(such as a LAN, WAN, intranet or the Internet) and to provide the same as input to 
computing platform 300. For example, network interface 130 may be connected to a 
public or private database over a network for the purpose of receiving and transferring 
customer or credit data to computing platform 300. 

As illustrated in FIG. 1 , output module 200 includes a display 210, a printer 
device 220, and/or a network interface 230 for receiving the results provided as output 
from computing module 200. As indicated above, the output from computing platform 
300 may include a list of accounts that require review or a list of accounts that require 
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restriction for check kiting. The output from computing platform 300 may be displayed or 
viewed through display 210 (such as a CRT or LCD) and printer device 220. If needed, 
network interface 230 may also be provided to facilitate the communication of the 
results from computing platform 300 over a network (such as a LAN, WAN, intranet or 
the Internet) to remote or distant locations for further analysis or viewing. In either case, 
the output from output module 200 can be used by the credit card issuer to generate, for 
example, a list of cardholders who need further review or who are check kiting. The 
output from output module 200 can also be used for other purposes, such as internal 
reports or monitoring. 

In accordance with the principles of the present invention, an exemplary process 
for determining whether a customer is check kiting will now be described with reference 
to FIGS. 2 and 3. 

FIG. 2 is an exemplary flowchart of a process for identifying accounts exhibiting 
possible check kiting behavior in a manner consistent with the principles of the present 
invention. As shown in FIG. 2, the credit card issuer first determines whether a 
cardholder has made a "bad" payment recently (i.e., a payment that bounced) (step 
S.10). For example, computing platform 300 or a similar device identifies accounts that 
have bounced a payment within the past 4 months or so. 

If the customer has made a bounced payment, computing platform 300 
determines whether the account became "over limit" (i.e. the outstanding balance 
became higher than the credit limit) due to the bounced payment (step S.20). As 
described above, when a customer makes a payment on an account with outstanding 
balance, computing platform 300 decreases the outstanding balance and increases the 
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available balance. However if the payment was bad, it will take approximately 15-45 
days to bounce. During this time, the customer can make purchases or cash advances 
that will cause the account to exceed its credit limit. 

If the account did not become over limit as a result of payment bouncing, 
computing platform 300 considers whether the account would become over limit if an 
outstanding payment bounces (step S.30). For example, computing platform 300 may 
consider any purchases or cash advances made since the payment was posted to 
determine whether the outstanding balance would exceed the credit limit if it were 
increased by the amount of the recent payment. If the account did not become over 
limit due to the bounced payment and would not become over limit if an outstanding 
payment bounces, no action is taken on the account (step S.50). Otherwise, the 
account is flagged for further review (step S.40). 

Each of the above steps for identifying accounts with possible check kiting 
activity are performed automatically by computing platform 300 or a similar device. 
Once an account is flagged, computing platform 300 or a similar device reviews the 
account to determine whether the cardholder is check kiting. 

Fig. 3 is an exemplary flowchart of a review process consistent with the principles 
of the present invention. As shown in FIG. 3, computing platform 300 first considers the 
number of good payments the customer has made and compares it with a 
predetermined threshold "n" (step S.60). Good payments refer to payments that have 
cleared. They do not include outstanding payments, which may bounce later. In a 
preferred embodiment, the good payment threshold is three payments. However, one 
skilled in the art will appreciate that countless other threshold values may be used. If 
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the cardholder has made at least the threshold number of good payments in a certain 
time period, such as during the past year or over the course of the account, computing 
platform 300 does not take action on the account (step S.90). 

By considering the number of good payments, the issuer can determine more 
accurately whether the cardholder is check kiting. For example, a cardholder who 
regularly makes good payments may have accidentally made a bad payment. In this 
case, the customer may have made purchases after the payment was made, not 
knowing the payment would bounce and his credit limit would be exceeded. Because 
this was likely a fluke occurrence, the issuer does not restrict the account. However, if 
the customer has not met the minimum threshold of good payments, the bounced 
payment is less likely to be a fluke, and more likely to be fraud. 

Therefore, if the customer has not met the threshold number of good payments, 
computing platform 300 considers the lifetime amount of purchases or cash advances 
that have become over limit due to bounced payments and compares it with a 
predetermined threshold "m" (step S.70). Specifically, for each bounced payment, 
computing platform 300 determines the amount of purchases or cash advances made 
between the time a payment was posted and the time it bounced, and when there was 
no pre-existing available credit. Computing platform 300 sums the amount the credit 
limit was exceeded for each bad payment received, obtaining a lifetime over limit total. 

If this total is less than or equal to the over limit threshold "m", no action is taken 
on the account (step S.90). However, if the total exceeds the over limit threshold and 
the number of good payments is less than the good payment threshold, then computing 
platform 300 may restrict the account (step S.80). 
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In a preferred embodiment, the over limit threshold is $200. However, one skilled 
in the art will appreciate that countless other values may be used. Although the process 
of determining whether a cardholder is check kiting has been described as an 
automated process performed by computing platform 300 or a similar device, those 
skilled in the art will recognize the account may be reviewed manually in an alternative 
embodiment. 

Once a cardholder's account is restricted, he will not be able to make additional 
purchases or cash advances until the restriction is lifted. The restriction may be lifted by 
the issuer when deemed appropriate. In a preferred embodiment, the issuer may lift the 
restriction when the account is brought under-limit by cleared checks. 

Systems consistent with the present invention overcome the shortcomings of 
conventional apparatus and methods for preventing loss due to check kiting. By 
determining whether a customer exhibits check kiting behavior, as described herein, 
systems and methods of the invention as disclosed herein minimize risk to credit card 
issuers susceptible to fraud. 

Other embodiments of the invention will be apparent to those skilled in the art 
from consideration of the specification and practice of the invention disclosed herein. 
The present invention is not limited for use with credit card products and may be used 
with any financial account, in which a customer may make purchases using bad 
payments. For example, in another embodiment, the invention may be applied to a 
debit card, such as a stored value card. With a stored value card, the customer mails a 
payment to the issuer, which is credited to the customer's account for subsequent 
purchases. If the payment is bad, the customer may purchase goods for which the 
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1. 



A method for reducing fraud on a financial account, said method 



comprising: 

identifying an account for potential fraud based on payments made to the 
account; 

reviewing account transactions of the identified account to determine whether 
fraud has been made on the account; and 

restricting the identified account when determining fraud has been made on the 
account. 

2. The method of claim 1 , wherein identifying an account further comprises: 
locating an account having a bad payment; 

determining whether the bad payment made an outstanding balance of the 
account over a predetermined limit; 

determining whether an outstanding payment would make the outstanding 
balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it the payment is bad; and 

flagging the account for review when the bad payment made the outstanding 
balance of the account over the predetermined limit or the outstanding payment would 
make the outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it is bad. 

3. The method of claim 1 , wherein identifying an account further comprises: 
locating an account having a bad payment; 

determining whether the bad payment made an outstanding balance of the 
account over a predetermined limit; and 
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flagging the account for review when the bad payment made the outstanding 
balance of the account over the predetermined limit. 

4. The method of claim 1 , wherein identifying an account further comprises: 
locating an account having a bad payment; 

determining whether an outstanding payment would make the outstanding 
balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it the payment is bad; and 

flagging the account for review when the outstanding payment would make the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it is bad. 

5. The method of claim 1 , wherein reviewing comprises: 
comparing the number of good payments made on the account to a good 

payment threshold; 

determining an over limit credit amount that an outstanding balance of the 
account has exceeded a predetermined limit at a specific time; 

determining a total over limit credit amount by totaling each over limit credit 
amount during a predetermined time period; 

comparing the total over limit credit amount with an over limit threshold; and 

restricting the account when the number of good payments is less than the good 
payment threshold and the total over limit credit amount is greater than the over limit 
threshold. 

6. The method of claim 1 , wherein reviewing comprises: 
comparing the number of good payments made on the account to a good 

payment threshold; and 
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restricting the account when the number of good payments is less than the good 
payment threshold. 

7. The method of claim 1 , wherein reviewing comprises: 
determining an over limit credit amount that an outstanding balance of the 

account has exceeded a predetermined limit at a specific time; 

determining a total over limit credit amount by totaling the over limit credit amount 

during a predetermined time period; 

comparing the total over limit credit amount with an over limit threshold; and 
restricting the account when the total over limit credit amount is greater than the 

over limit threshold. 

8. The method of claim 1 , wherein reviewing is performed manually. 

9. The method of claim 1 , wherein reviewing is performed automatically. 

10. A computer program product for reducing fraud on a financial account, the 
computer program product comprising computer-readable media having computer- 
readable code, the computer program product comprising the following computer- 
readable program code for effecting actions in a computing platform: 

program code for identifying an account for potential fraud based on payments 
made to the account; 

program code for reviewing account transactions of the identified account to 
determine whether fraud has been made on the account; and 

program code for restricting the identified account when determining fraud has 
been made on the account. 
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1 1 . The computer program product of claim 1 0, wherein said program code for 
identifying an account further comprises: 

program code for locating an account having a bad payment; 

program code for determining whether the bad payment made an outstanding 
balance of the account over a predetermined limit; 

program code for determining whether an outstanding payment would make the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it the payment is bad; 
and 

program code for flagging the account for review when the bad payment made 
the outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit or the outstanding 
payment would make the outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined 
limit if it is bad. 

12. The computer program product of claim 1 0, wherein said program code for 
identifying an account further comprises: 

program code for locating an account having a bad payment; 

program code for determining whether the bad payment made an outstanding 
balance of the account over a predetermined limit; and 

program code for flagging the account for review when the bad payment made 
the outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit. 

1 3. The computer program product of claim 1 0, wherein said program code for 
identifying an account further comprises: 

program code for locating an account having a bad payment; 
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program code for determining whether an outstanding payment would make the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it the payment is bad; 
and 

program code for flagging the account for review when the outstanding payment 
would make the outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it is 
bad. 

14. The computer program product of claim 10, wherein said program code for 
reviewing comprises: 

program code for comparing the number of good payments made on the account 
to a good payment threshold; 

program code for determining an over limit credit amount that an outstanding 
balance of the account has exceeded a predetermined limit at a specific time; 

program code for determining a total over limit credit amount by totaling each 
over limit credit amount during a predetermined time period; 

program code for comparing the total over limit credit amount with an over limit 
threshold; and 

program code for restricting the account when the number of good payments is 
less than the good payment threshold and the total over limit credit amount is greater 
than the over limit threshold. 

15. The computer program product of claim 10, wherein said program code for 
reviewing comprises: 

program code for comparing the number of good payments made on the account 
to a good payment threshold; and 



19 



10 



15 



20 



LAW OFFICES 

Fin neg an, Henderson, 
Farabow ; Garrett ; 

S DUNNER, L.L.P. 

I300 I STREET, N. W. 
WASHINGTON, DC 200 05 
202-408- 4000 



program code for restricting the account when the number of good payments is 
less than the good payment threshold. 

1 6. The computer program product of claim 10, wherein said program code for 

reviewing comprises: 

program code for determining an over limit credit amount that an outstanding 
balance of the account has exceeded a predetermined limit at a specific time; 

program code for determining a total over limit credit amount by totaling the over 
limit credit amount during a predetermined time period; 

program code for comparing the total over limit credit amount with an over limit 

threshold; and 

program code for restricting the account when the total over limit credit amount is 
greater than the over limit threshold. 

1 7. A system for reducing fraud on a financial account, said system 

comprising: 

means for identifying an account for potential fraud based on payments made to 
the account; 

means for reviewing account transactions of the identified account to determine 
whether fraud has been made on the account; and 

means for restricting the identified account when determining fraud has been 
made on the account. 

1 8. The system of claim 1 7, wherein said means for identifying an account 

further comprises: 

means for locating an account having a bad payment; 
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means for determining whether the bad payment made an outstanding balance 
of the account over a predetermined limit; 

means for determining whether an outstanding payment would make the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it the payment is bad; 
and 

means for flagging the account for review when the bad payment made the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit or the outstanding 
payment would make the outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined 
limit if it is bad. 

19. The system of claim 17, wherein said means for identifying an account 
further comprises: 

means for locating an account having a bad payment; 

means for determining whether the bad payment made an outstanding balance 
of the account over a predetermined limit; and 

means for flagging the account for review when the bad payment made the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit. 

20. The system of claim 17, wherein said means for identifying an account 
further comprises: 

means for locating an account having a bad payment; 

means for determining whether an outstanding payment would make the 
outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it the payment is bad; 
and 
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means for flagging the account for review when the outstanding payment would 
make the outstanding balance of the account over the predetermined limit if it is bad. 

21 . The system of claim 17, wherein said means for reviewing comprises: 
means for comparing the number of good payments made on the account to a 

good payment threshold; 

means for determining an over limit credit amount that an outstanding balance of 
the account has exceeded a predetermined limit at a specific time; 

means for determining a total over limit credit amount by totaling each over limit 
credit amount during a predetermined time period; 

means for comparing the total over limit credit amount with an over limit 
threshold; and 

means for restricting the account when the number of good payments is less 
than the good payment threshold and the total over limit credit amount is greater than 
the over limit threshold. 

22. The system of claim 17, wherein said means for reviewing comprises: 
means for comparing the number of good payments made on the account to a 

good payment threshold; and 

means for restricting the account when the number of good payments is less 
than the good payment threshold. 

23. The system of claim 1 7, wherein said means for reviewing comprises: 
means for determining an over limit credit amount that an outstanding balance of 

the account has exceeded a predetermined limit at a specific time; 
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means for determining a total over limit credit amount by totaling the over limit 
credit amount during a predetermined time period; 

means for comparing the total over limit credit amount with an over limit 
threshold; and 

means for restricting the account when the total over limit credit amount is 
greater than the over limit threshold. 

24. The system of claim 17, wherein said means for reviewing is performed 
manually. 

25. The system of claim 1 7, wherein said means for reviewing is performed 
automatically. 
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ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE 

A system and method is provided for preventing check kiting with credit card 
products. The disclosed system first determines whether the cardholder is exhibiting 
check kiting behavior. This is determined by examining an account with a bounced 
payment to find whether (1 ) the account became over limit due to the bounced payment, 
or (2) the account would become over limit if a recent payment bounced. If either is 
true, the account is marked for further review. The review helps prevent people who 
have accidentally bounced checks or kited checks from having their accounts restricted. 
To determine if the cardholder is check kiting, the issuer considers the number of good 
payments received by the cardholder and the amount that has been kited. If a 
cardholder has made less than a predetermined number of good payments and has 
kited an amount greater than a predetermined threshold, the account is restricted. 
Otherwise, no action is taken on the account. The restriction may be lifted when the 
account has been placed under limit by payments that have cleared. 



LAW OFFICES 

p innegan, Henderson, 
Farabow, Garrett, 

% DUNNER,L.L.P. 

I30 0 I STREET, N. W. 
WASHINGTON, DC 20005 
202-408-4000 



Ol 

ml 




Payment Bounces 



• S.10 



S.30 



S.50 



Was the Account 
Overlimit? 



No 



Will the Account be 

Overlimit if an 
Outstanding Payment 
Bounces? 



No 



No Action Taken 



S.20 



Yes 



S.40 

LT 



Account Review 



Yes 



FIG. 2 



Has the Customer Made 
Less Than "n" Number of 
Good Payments? 



S.60 



Yes 



Is the Total Amount 
Purchased Between the 

Time Payment is 
Received and the Time 

the Check Bounces 

Greater Than "m"? 



No 




S.90 



S.70 



No 



Yes 




S.80 



FIG. 3 



Attorney Docket No. 05793.3037 



DECLARATION AND POWER OF ATTORNEY 

As a below named inventor, I hereby declare that: my residence, post office address and citizenship are as stated below next to my name; I believe I 
am tine original, first, and sole inventor of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a patent is sought on the invention entitled: SYSTEM AND 

METHOD FOR RESTRICTING OVER LIMIT ACCOUNTS the specification of which ^ is attached and/or □ was filed on as United States 

Application Serial No. or PCT International Application No. and was amended on (if applicable). 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, including the claims, as amended by any 
amendment referred to above. I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR § 1.56. 

I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or § 365(b) of any foreign application (s) for patent or inventor's certificate or 
§ 365(a) of any PCT international application (s) designating at least one country other than the United States, listed below and have also identified 
below, any foreign application(s) for patent or inventor's certificate, or any PCT International appli cation (s) having a filing date before that of the 
application(s) of which priority is claimed: 



Country 


Application Number 


Date of Filing 


Priority Claimed Under 35 U.S.C. 119 








□ YES □ NO 








□ YES □ NO 



I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) of any United States provisional application (s) listed below: 



Application Number 


Date of Filing 











I hereby claim the benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 120 of any United States application(s) or § 365(c) of any PCT International application(s) designating 
fj§ United States, listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of each of the claims of this application is not disclosed in the prior United States or 
fpT International application (s) in the manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 1 acknowledge the duty to disclose information which 
fs^aterial to patentability as defined in 37 CFR § 1.56 which became available between the filing date of the prior application (s) and the national or PCT 
ift^brnational filing date of this application: 



I Application Number 


Date of Filing 


Status (Patented, Pending, Abandoned) 









yy | hereby appoint the following attorney and/or agent(s) to prosecute this application and transact all business in the Patent and Trademark Office 
connected therewith. FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW, GARRETT & DUNN ER, L.L.P., Douglas B. Henderson, Reg. No. 20,291; Ford F. 
garabow, Jr., Reg. No. 20,630; Arthur S. Garrett, Reg. No. 20,338; Donald R. Dunner, Reg. No. 19,073; Brian G. Brunsvold, Reg. No. 22,593; Tipton D. 
Jennings, IV, Reg. No. 20,645; Jerry D. Voight, Reg. No. 23,020; Laurence R. Hefter, Reg. No. 20,827; Kenneth E. Payne, Reg. No. 23,098; Herbert H. 
fciitz, Reg. No. 26,691; C. Larry O'Rourke, Reg. No. 26,014; Albert J. Santorelli, Reg. No. 22,610; Michael C. Elmer, Reg. No. 25,857; Richard H. 
gfiiith, Reg. No. 20,609; Stephen L. Peterson, Reg. No. 26,325; John M. Romany, Reg. No. 26,331; Bruce C. Zotter, Reg. No. 27,680; Dennis P. 
StReilley, Reg. No. 27,932; Allen M. Sokal, Reg. No. 26,695; Robert D. Bajefsky, Reg. No. 25,387; Richard L. Stroup, Reg. No. 28,478; David W. Hill, 
Eh- No - 28,220; Thomas L. Irving, Reg. No. 28,619; Charles E. Lipsey, Reg. No. 28,165; Thomas W. Winland, Reg. No. 27,605; Basil J. Lewris, Reg. 
S3. 28,818; Martin I. Fuchs, Reg. No. 28,508; E. Robert Yoches, Reg. No. 30,120; Barry W. Graham, Reg. No. 29,924; Susan Haberman Griffen, Reg. 
J5J. 30,907; Richard B. Racine, Reg. No. 30,415; Thomas H. Jenkins, Reg. No. 30,857; Robert E. Converse, Jr., Reg. No. 27,432; Clair X. Mullen, Jr., 
Reg. No. 20,348; Christopher P. Foley, Reg. No. 31,354; John C. Paul, Reg. No. 30,413; Roger D. Taylor, Reg. No. 28,992; David M. Kelly, Reg. No. 
30,953; Kenneth J. Meyers, Reg. No. 25,146; Carol P. Einaudi, Reg. No. 32,220; Walter Y. Boyd, Jr., Reg. No. 31,738; Steven M. Anzalone, Reg. No. 
32,095; Jean B. Fordis, Reg. No. 32,984; Barbara C. McCurdy, Reg. No. 32,120; James K. Hammond, Reg. No. 31,964; Richard V. Burgujian, Reg. No. 
31,744; J. Michael Jakes, Reg. No. 32,824; Thomas W. Banks, Reg. No. 32,719; Christopher P. Isaac, Reg. No. 32,616; Bryan C. Diner, Reg, No. 
32,409; M. Paul Barker, Reg. No. 32,013; Andrew Chanho Sonu, Reg. No. 33,457; David S. Forman, Reg. No. 33,694; Vincent P. Kovalick, Reg. No. 
32,867; James W. Edmondson, Reg. No. 33,871; Michael R. McGurk, Reg. No. 32,045; Joann M. Neth, Reg. No. 36,363; Gerson S. Panitch, Reg. No. 
33,751; Cheri M. Taylor, Reg. No. 33,216; Charles E. Van Horn, Reg. No. 40,266; Linda A. Wadler, Reg. No. 33,218; Jeffrey A. Berkowitz, Reg. No. 
36,743; Michael R. Kelly, Reg. No. 33,921; James B. Monroe, Reg. No. 33,971; Doris Johnson Hines, Reg. No. 34,629; Allen R. Jensen, Reg. No. 
28,224; Lori Ann Johnson, Reg. No. 34,498; and David A. Manspeizer, Reg. No. 37,540 and Timothy J. May, Reg. No. 41,538. Please address all 
correspondence to FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW, GARRETT & DUNNER, L.L.P. 1300 I Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005, Telephone 
No. (202) 408-4000. 

I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and belief are believed 
to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or 
imprisonment, or both, under section 1 001 of Title 1 8 of the United States Code, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the 
application or any patent issuing thereon. 



Full Name of First Inventor In^te^s Signature^ 

Evan Lawrence BRYMAN ^ ^ yt^v- \ / ^\ 

1 xry x rr~ 


Date ^ . 


Residence ^ 
3000 West Grace Street, Apt. 202, Richmond, VA 23221 


Citizenship 
US and Canada 


Post Office Address 
Same as above 



Listing of Inventors Continued on Page 2 hereof. □ Yes □ No 

January 2000 

FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW, GARRETT & DUNNER, L.L.P. 



